Febr. 4, 1957

Dear Clifif:
1 mve yours of the 3lst.

Whether I atay here or go to Beskelay (the argumsnt evaporatss for the
third alternative) I share your interest in a strong appointmsat at Stanford,
especially if 4t is Berisley. This is ons of the things I would waat to
talk to you about. You should be able to help snsure that it is a string,
and Stanford is willing (and should be able) to make a very strong bid.

Now I hmimx had a posteard from Twitty that he is returning t4 Palo Alto
sarly, probably nsxt week soms tims. Qould you arrange to go out there soon
enough to mset m here on the way back? (If ao other arrangsment is feasible,
I might meet you in Chicago, but I hops you don't necessitate this.)

I've been in touch with Twitty as conoerns my developing reactions to
Stanford and Berksley. This ought to bs consistent with what I've been
writing you, but if you do go out thers it might be confusing if they pressed
you to read azy mind oa the subject.

I don's know the intimate history of the Sussman-8heffer business— sy main
reaction is whose business is it, if Sheffer himself doesn't want to make a
point of it. Maury would have been very happy to append an appresiation of
Sheffer: his main gripe was they didn't eveam let him see Sheffer’'s nots, or
give him a chanos tomake any appropriate shanges in his own ms. In say ocase,
it's oo bad that rumor plays such a part. It's plain to see that it can hit
whers 18 hurts, and this is one reason I'a not too happy about centrallsed
adainistration of grants, just for exmample. I am sure that any such repercus-
sions are beyond anything that Ken here would relish seeing, and (trust ms for
discretion) I'll ses what might be dons.

Yours, and go West young man,

Joshua Lederberg
P.83. We were having lunch at Berkelsy with Pardee, at a Ghinese place.
I had one of those lotus—cookies (?) and the slogan that was inside was:
“There is yet time enough for you to take a different path®.
Damn olsver, those Chinese.



